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DOI: 10.1039/b918641gUnlike many other metal and metalloid ions, tin(II) elicits intense,
analytically useful chemiluminescence upon reaction with tris(2,20-
bipyridyl)ruthenium(III) in acidic aqueous solution. This finding
provides new insight into the nature of this widely used reagent and
has enabled the first direct, selective determination of a metal ion
with tris(2,20-bipyridyl)ruthenium(III).Table 1 Relative chemiluminescence response from metal species (10
mMmetal ion in 0.05 MH2SO4 unless otherwise stated) with Ru(bipy)3
3+
Blank (0.05 M H2SO4) 0.11
Arsenic(III) chloridea AsCl3 0.10
Chromium(III) chloride CrCl3 0.22
Copper(I) chloride CuCl 0.37
Iron(II) sulfate FeSO4 0.00
Potassium hexacyanoferrate(II) K4Fe(CN)6 0.00
Potassium bromide KBr 0.42During the four decades since the pioneering work of Hercules
and Lytle,1 tris(2,20-bipyridyl)ruthenium(III) (Ru(bipy)33+) has
become one of the most widely used chemiluminescence/electro-
chemiluminescence reagents for a diverse range of organic analy-
tes.2–6 However, very few reports have appeared on the detection of
inorganic species, due to either very low or no light emitted from such
reactions. The indirect detection of metal ions has been achieved
using the formation of emetine-dithiocarbamate metal complexes
followed by their reaction with the reagent,7,8 inhibition of electro-
chemiluminescence from Ru(bipy)3
2+ and ethylenediaminetetraacetic
acid (EDTA) due to binding with the co-reactant,9 and the interac-
tion of metals with crown ether-derivatised tris(2,20-bipyr-
idyl)ruthenium(II) (Ru(bipy)3
2+), which altered the quantum yield.10–12
We have compared the relative chemiluminescence response from
direct reactions between Ru(bipy)3
3+ and a variety of metal and
metalloid species, using flow injection analysis.† The reagent was
prepared by oxidation of Ru(bipy)3
2+ using lead dioxide (and main-
tained in that state using a recirculating system13), before injection
into a 0.05M sulfuric acid carrier stream thatmergedwith the analyte
solutions. The relative responses are shown in Table 1.
Each compound reduced the Ru(bipy)3
3+ complex, which was
observed visually as the colour of the solution changed from green to
orange. This was attributed to the oxidation of the metal or metalloid
species inall casesexcept forpotassiumbromideandpotassiumiodide,
where the halide anion was most probably oxidised to the free
halogen.14 Although several species produced detectable
chemiluminescenceuponreactionwithRu(bipy)3
3+, only tin(II) elicited
an intense emission that was visually observable in a darkened room.
The spectral distribution of this emission matched that of chem-
iluminescence fromthereactionofRu(bipy)3
3+withorganicanalytes.15
The reason for the relatively strong response from tin(II) was not
immediately apparent, but a light-producing pathway that rational-
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This journal is ª The Royal Society of Chemistry 2009nature of this analyte in solution and the reaction of Ru(bipy)3
3+ with
organic compounds, such as organic acids and tertiary amines.16,17
These studies have focussed on two model compounds: oxalate and
tripropylamine. In both cases, there is evidence for the initial
formation of a radical intermediate that reacts with the reagent to
produce the excited ruthenium(II) complex. For example, the
proposed mechanism for the reaction between the oxalate anion and
Ru(bipy)3
3+ is shown in Scheme 1.
An analogous mechanism involving the production of a high-
energy intermediate can not be derived for most simple metal ions,
but in acidic solutions containing complexing anions the predomi-
nant tin(II) species are the pyramidal [SnX3]
 ions (e.g. X ¼ Cl in
hydrochloric acid solution).19There is also evidence for the formation
of complexes such as [Sn(SO4)2]
2 in solutions of sulfuric acid.19
Single-electron oxidation of these species with Ru(bipy)3
3+ would
therefore produce highly-reactive tin(III) radical anions, which (in a
similar manner to the proposed intermediates of the organic
analytes18) may be responsible for the production of the electronically
excited [Ru(bipy)3
2+]* and associated luminescence (Scheme 2).
Tin(III) species have been identified in acidic solution at room
temperature by UV-absorption (after flash photolysis of tin(II)
complexes)20,21 and in adamantane at low temperatures using electron
spin resonance,22 and proposed as intermediates in the reaction of
tin(II) with other single-electron oxidants.23,24 However, direct
detection of radical intermediates under the conditions required for
this chemiluminescence is complicated by the speed of the reaction
and the relatively low concentration of the intermediate species.‡
As with the proposed light-producing pathways for organic
compounds, the chemiluminescence intensity will be highly
dependent on the production and nature of the reactive intermediate.
To explore the relative response from different tin(II) species, thePotassium iodide KI 0.11
Manganese(II) chloride MnCl2 1.30
Sodium arsenite NaAsO2 0.37
Sodium selenite Na2SeO3 0.78
Antimony(III) oxide Sb2O3 0.60
Tin(II) chloride SnCl2 100.00
a 1000 ppm standard solution in 1 M HCl.
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Scheme 1 Mechanism for the reaction with oxalate, proposed by
Rubinstein and Bard.18
Scheme 2 Proposed mechanism for the reaction between tin(II) halides
and tris(2,20-bipyridyl)ruthenium(III).
Table 2 Relative chemiluminescence response from toothpaste compo-
nents (dissolved in aqueous solution) with Ru(bipy)3
3+
Samples Conc. (% m/m)
Tin(II) fluoride 0.454 100.00
Sodium saccharin 0.2 0.01
Sodium hexametaphosphate 1 0.07
Sodium lauryl sulfate 1 1.48
Tetrasodium pyrophosphate 1 0.16
Trisodium phosphate 1 0.02
Potassium nitrate 5 0.11
Sorbitol 35 0.87
Glycerol 50 0.98reaction was performed in solutions containing a large excess of
different sodium halide salts.x At pH 5.5, using an analyte concen-
tration of 1  103 M, the relative chemiluminescence intensity for
NaF, NaCl, NaBr or NaI was 100, 68, 78 and 0.09, respectively.
Speciation plots for these systems (using analyte concentrations of
1  103 M and 1  105 M) revealed that when 0.05 M NaF was
added and the pH adjusted to 5.5, approximately 95% of the tin(II)
would be present as the trifluoro anion.{ In the case of 0.05MNaCl
or NaBr under the same conditions, the predominant tin species were
tin(II) hydroxide and tin(II) acetates.
Precipitation was observed when chloride, bromide and iodide
were added to the tin(II) sulfate, which we attributed to the formation
of hydroxides. This also occurred when preparing standard solutions
of tin halides (at pH5). A finewhite precipitate was observed in SnCl2
solutions within one hour, faster with SnBr2, and almost instanta-
neous with SnI2. No precipitation was observed in solutions of SnF2
over two hours.
The analytical utility of the chemiluminescence reaction between
tin(II) and 5 104 M Ru(bipy)33+ was explored using flow injection
analysis.x Nine tin(II) fluoride standard solutions, ranging in
concentration from 5  106 M to 2.5  104 M, were prepared in
the same solution as that used in the carrier stream (0.05MNaF and
0.05Macetate buffer) and degassedwith nitrogen to avoid oxidation.
Under these conditions, a pH of approximately 5.0 produced the
greatest emission intensities (after subtraction of the blank responses).
The limit of detection was 5  106 M and the linear calibration
range (R2 ¼ 0.9974) extended to the highest standard tested. Using
7.5  105 M tin(II) fluoride, the relative standard deviation for
10 replicate injections of the Ru(bipy)3
3+ reagent was 1.4%.
In a preliminary application of this chemistry, we determined tin(II)
in toothpaste – a complex heterogeneous matrix comprising many
ingredients, such as abrasives, surfactants, humectants, binders,
colours and flavours.25 Tin(II) is added to toothpastes in various
forms (such as the fluoride, gluconate and pyrophosphate) due to the
ability of the metal ion to prevent gingivitis, plaque and microbial
growth, and in the case of tin(II) fluoride, as a source of water-soluble
fluoride.25,26 A large amount of research has been conducted on the
stability and taste of tin(II) compounds in toothpastes.27 Tin(II) reacts
with oxygen to form tin(IV), which reduces the effectiveness of the2398 | Analyst, 2009, 134, 2397–2399dental products over time. A simple and accurate method for the
determination of soluble tin(II) is therefore required to ensure
optimum effectiveness and reliability of these formulations.
The relative chemiluminescence response from various species in
toothpastes was examined (Table 2). At the approximate concen-
trations found in commercial products, none of the tested
components produced a signal that would interfere in the analysis.
Nevertheless, a significant blank signal was observed from commer-
cial toothpaste samples after the tin(II) was oxidised to tin(IV) (which
does not produce light with Ru(bipy)3
3+) by bubbling air through the
sample solution overnight. Pyrophosphate can form strong
complexes with tin(II), but speciation plots showed that under the
analytical conditions (0.05M sodium fluoride, 0.05M acetate buffer,
pH 5.0), complexation with pyrophosphate was negligible.{
Prior to sample collection, the first 5 cm of toothpaste from the
tube was discarded, to avoid material previously exposed to air. An
accurately weighed sample was made into a slurry (using the buffer
solution, which had been bubbled with nitrogen overnight) and
centrifuged for 10 min. The supernatant was diluted further with the
buffer solution and a chemiluminescence signal obtained using flow
injection analysis. Samples were then oxidised by bubbling with air
overnight to establish the blank response. The blank-corrected results
for two commercially available toothpastes containing tin(II) fluoride
were in reasonable agreement with those obtained using a redox
titration with potassium iodate (1.06 and 1.10 mg/g, and 0.91 and
0.88 mg/g, respectively), considering the time required for analysis
and the limited stability of the analyte in aqueous solution.k Unlike
contemporarymethodology, this chemiluminescence approach is well
suited for the detection of tin(II) after chromatographic separation
and we are currently examining the utility of such systems for the
determination of this analyte in a variety of consumer products with
complex matrices.Notes and references
† The flow injection analysis manifold with chemiluminescence detector
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‡ Mechanisms for the chemiluminescence reactions of Ru(bipy)3
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the previously described recirculating system), to avoid contamination of
the reagent reservoir.
{ Medusa metal speciation software was developed by Ignasi Puigdo-
menech, formerly with the Royal Institute of Technology (KTH),
Stockholm, Sweden. The database for this study was constructed by Phil
Jones using information from the NIST Standard Reference Database.30
k The iodate titration was based on the method of Jamieson31 with some
alterations. Samples were prepared as for chemiluminescence analysis,
except that the solvent was a 50:50 mixture of concentrated hydrochloric
acid and deionised water that was degassed overnight by bubbling with
nitrogen. The sample solution (25 mL) and chloroform (1 mL) were
transferred into a conical flask. The sample was titrated against 0.01 M
potassium iodate in water, until loss of the pink colour from the chlo-
roform layer.
1 D.M.Hercules andF.E.Lytle,J.Am.Chem.Soc., 1966,88, 4745–4746.
2 R. D. Gerardi, N. W. Barnett and S. W. Lewis, Anal. Chim. Acta,
1999, 378, 1–41.
3 B. A. Gorman, P. S. Francis and N. W. Barnett, Analyst, 2006, 131,
616–639.
4 J.D.Debad,E.N.Glezer, J.K.Leland,G. B. Sigal and J.Wohlstadter,
inElectrogeneratedChemiluminescence, ed.A. J. Bard,MarcelDekker,
New York, 2004, pp. 359–396.
5 M. M. Richter, Chem. Rev., 2004, 104, 3003–3036.
6 W. Miao, Chem. Rev., 2008, 108, 2506–2553.
7 K. Tsukagoshi, K. Miyamoto, R. Nakajima and N. Ouchiyam,
J. Chromatogr., A, 2001, 919, 331–337.This journal is ª The Royal Society of Chemistry 20098 K. Tsukagoshi, N. Okuzono and R. Nakajima, J. Chromatogr., A,
2002, 958, 283–289.
9 G. Xu and S. Dong, Analyst, 1999, 124, 1085–1087.
10 R. Y. Lai, M. Chiba, N. Kitamura and A. J. Bard, Anal. Chem., 2002,
74, 551–553.
11 D. Bruce and M. M. Richter, Analyst, 2002, 127, 1492–1494.
12 B. D. Muegge and M. M. Richter, Anal. Chem., 2002, 74, 547–550.
13 R. D. Gerardi, N. W. Barnett and P. Jones, Anal. Chim. Acta, 1999,
388, 1–10.
14 CRC Handbook of Chemistry and Physics, ed. D. R. Lide, Taylor and
Francis, Boca Raton, 83rd edn, 2002.
15 M. M. Cooke, E. H. Doeven, C. F. Hogan, J. L. Adcock,
G. P. McDermott, X. A. Conlan, N. W. Barnett, F. M. Pfeffer and
P. S. Francis, Anal. Chim. Acta, 2009, 635, 94–101.
16 Y. Zu and A. J. Bard, Anal. Chem., 2000, 72, 3223–3232.
17 L. He, K. A. Cox and N. D. Danielson, Anal. Lett., 1990, 23,
195–210.
18 I. Rubinstein and A. J. Bard, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 1981, 103, 512–516.
19 J. D. Donaldson and S. M. Grimes, in Chemistry of Tin, ed. P. G.
Harrison, Blackie & Son, Glasgow, 1989, pp. 118–144.
20 N. Shinohara, K. Mori and M. Inoue, Chem. Lett., 1986, 661–664.
21 N. Shinohara andM. Inoue, Bull. Chem. Soc. Jpn., 1989, 62, 730–733.
22 R. V. Lloyd and M. T. Rogers, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 1973, 95, 2459–
2464.
23 E. A. M. Wetton and W. C. E. Higginson, J. Chem. Soc., 1965, 5890–
5906.
24 L. J. Dizikes, W. P. Ridley and J. M. Wood, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 1978,
100, 1010–1012.
25 J. Yue, L. Zhu, L. Chen, Y. Cheng, T. Xu, A. D. Weller and Y. Wang
(Procter and Gamble), US Pat., 2003, 2003124067.
26 N. Ramji, A. Baig, T. He, A. Lawless Michelle, L. Saletta,
E. Suszcynsky-Meister and J. Coggan, Compend Contin. Educ.
Dent., 2005, 26, 19–28.
27 N. Dixit, G. Durga, M. R. Burke, M. Prencipe and S. Patel (Colgate-
Palmolive), US Pat., 1996, 5487906.
28 J. K. Leland and M. J. Powell, J. Electrochem. Soc., 1990, 137, 3127–
3131.
29 W. Miao, J.-P. Choi and A. J. Bard, J. Am. Chem. Soc., 2002, 124,
14478–14485.
30 NIST Critically Selected Stability Constants of Metal Complexes
Database, Version 8 for Windows, May 2004.
31 G. S. Jamieson, Ind. Eng. Chem., 1916, 8, 500–502.Analyst, 2009, 134, 2397–2399 | 2399
